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the whole state. Now 1I'd be glad to spend it if it, in
fact, is as good program as Senator Marsh says. I simply
don't have enough data to adequately evaluate that right now
or the counseling services. But I think the more important
question is that we've been dealing with all along is what
is the best use of our state's resources and what are we
prepared to commit ourselves to?

PRESIDENT: ©One minute.

SENATOR SCOFIELD: I would suggest to you right now that we
have, in my district at least, no access to this program.
People are using the Mental Health Center, people are using
the state college. If they happen to be close to
Scottsbluff, they probably go to Nebraska Western. There is
a variety of counseling services out there. There are a
variety of hurting people and they need those counseling
services. I'm not going to argue that point, but I do think
you need to think about would it be wiser to make better use
of our existing limited state resources or are you going to
ask your colleaques to support when I come in next year and
ask you perhaps for several million dollars to fund the rest
of the state. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Senator DeCamp.

SENATOR DECAMP: Mr. President, I have a motion and the
motion I think is in order despite maybe arguments to the
contrary. May I take up the motion?

PRESIDENT: If it's not too difficult.

SENATOR DECAMP: Okay, the motion is to suspend the rules
and advance the bill to Final Reading without adoption of
any amendments including the Appropriations Committee
amendments or the Beutler amendment or anything else. I
think we're stalemated and if there is going to be any cuts,
let the Governor do them. I don't intend to override any
vetoes. I talked to Senator Warner. He is ready to do it.
I have talked to a number of others. They are ready. I
think the fact is we can't agree on where the cuts are going
to be made. Let the advocacy agencies exist and if they're
going to get rid of them, go through the normal process
because I think it's stalemated here and if he vetoes it
down, as I say, let him do it because we obviously aren't in
agreement. The rules require that we have that bill over
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